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1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 December . 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) B Claim(s) 7-73 and 18-P6 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is /are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s)|Hi^is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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1. Claims 1-13 and 18-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1, it is unclear what "a workpiece holder" reperesents. Is it shown in any of 
drawings? In claim 3, it is unclear what "a contact plate" represents. Is it shown in any of 
drawings? In claim 5, it is unclear what "a chuck" repesents. Is it shown in any of drawings? In 
claim 8, it is unclear what "a calibration workpiece" and " a production workpiece" represent. 
Are they shown in any of drawings? In claim 10, it is unclear what "a chuck" repesents. Is it 
shown in any of drawings? In claim 12, "the chuck" has not been recited previously, therefore 
this term is indefinite. In claim 13, it is unclear what "a contact plate" represents. Is it shown in 
any of drawings? In claim 18, it is unclear what "a workpiece holder" reperesents. Is it shown in 
any of drawings? In claim 19,it is unclear what "an electronic workpiece" and " a chuck" 
reperesents. Are they shown in any of drawings? In claim 21, it is unclear what "a contact plate" 
represents. Is it shown in any of drawings? In claim 23, it is unclear what "a calibration 
workpiece" represents. Is it shown in any of drawings? In claim 25, it is unclear what "a contact 
plate" represents. Is it shown in any of drawings? In claim 26, it is unclear what "a calibration 
workpiece" represents. Is it shown in any of drawings? 

The dependent claims not specifically address share the same indefimteness as they 
depend from rejected base claims. 
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2. Claims 1-4,6-7,12 and 18 (insofar as understood) are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 

being anticipated by Smith (5,475,3 17). 

As to claims 1,4,6,12 and 18, Smith discloses a singulated bare die tester having a 
workpiece holder or a chuck (4,12) for receding an electronic workpiece (2) and for supporting 
an electronic device (2),an electrical coupling (12a) for electrically coupling the electrical 
coupling (2a) of the electronic device workpiece (2) and communicated signals between the 
workpiece and the workpiece holder (12) . As to claim 2, Smith discloses a burn-in board 
configured to receive signal. It would have been well-known that this board is equivalent to the 
data gathering device since it serve the same purpose as the one in the instant application. As to 
claim 3, Smith discloses a contact plate (4,4a,4b) configured to communicate the signal 
intermediate the workpiece holder (1 2) and the data gathering device ( 1 4). As to claim 7, it 
would have been well known in the art that the "workpiece holder" is used as "a chuck". 
3. Claims 1-2,4,6-7,12 and 18 (insofar as understood) are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Stillman (Pat # 4,754,555). 

As to claims 1-2,6-7,12 and 18, Stillman discloses an apparatus for inspecting the 
coplannanty of leaded surface mounted electronic components having a workpiece holder or a 
chuck (20,42,44) for supporting an electronic device (10),electrical coupling (78) for receiving 
electrical signals within the holder (20,42,44) and for communicating the signals intermediate 
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the apiece holder and the device (10) and ,amps (132) * logic circ,,v (»4) *, 
^^^^^^■^^^^ 

the second surface of the holder (20,42,44). 

* ♦• r>f is TT S C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
4. The following is a quotation ot j5 U.b.L. iww 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

manner in which the invention was made. 

, Claims 19-20.23-24 and 26 (insofar as understood) rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Stillman (Pa. #4.754,555) 

AS to claims ,9-20,23-24 and 26, StiUman disdoses an apparatus for .nspect.ng the 

for receiving electrical signals w„hi„ the holder (20,42,44, and for communing the s.gna,s 

.nmmrt lamnsd 32) & logic circuitry (134) 
intermediate the workpiece holder and the dev.ee (10) and lamps ( ) 

tor communicating the s.gnals through .he holder (20) ,or sens.ng a process condition o. .he 

device and for generating s,gna,s respons.ve to the se„s,ng , an mtermed.ate m en.ber (20,42,44, 
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including an electrical coupling (76) adjacent the first surface of the intermediate member 
(20,42,44), an electrical coupling (78) adjacent to the second surface of the intermediate member 
(20,42,44) and electrical interconnect (120) configured to connect the electrical coupling 
adjacent the first and the electrical coupling adjacent the second surface and an electronic device 
workpiece (10). It would have been obvious that the type of the electronic device workpiece 
would have been an obvious design choice since the type of the electronic device would not 
effect the structure of the processing apparatus. As to claim 20, the lamps (132) & logic circuitry 
(134) would be equivalent to the data gathering device since it serves the same purpose as the 
one in the instant application. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VINH P. NGUYEN whose telephone number is (703) 305-4914. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4900. 
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